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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 10/25/07 have been fully- 
considered but they are not persuasive. The applicant argues: 

1) '*^The Applicants respectfully assert that Schmisseur 
fails to teach or suggest that which Wright lacks. Specifically, 
because a data bus may communicate with multiple device 
functions associated with a peripheral device, Schmisseur is 
directed to controlling access to multiple device functions on 
the peripheral device from the data bus. See Schmisseur, pars. 
[0005] and [0018] . Turning to Figure 1 of Schmisseur, a 
peripheral device 16 includes at least two device functions 
which may be adapted to communicate through respective I/O 
channels 20 and 22. See Schmisseur, par. [0024]. Because the 
peripheral device includes multiple device functions, the I/O 
processor may initiate a bus transaction to conceal one or more 
device functions of the peripheral device from the host 
processing system. See Schmisseur, par. [0025]. The concealing 
of device functions performed by the I/O processor is aimed at 
controlling access to the multiple device functions by the host 
processing system. Schmisseur is silent with respect to hiding 
particular functionalities in an auxiliary device because a host 
processing system is not arranged to handle the particular 
functionalities. The Applicants respectfully assert that 
controlling access to various device functions in order to limit 
access to multiple device functions cannot be equated with 
hiding functionalities that the main device is not arranged to 
handle, as required by the claimed invention." 



2. As per argument 1, the Examiner disagrees. It appears from 

the applicant's arguments, that the applicant agrees that 
Schmisseur teaches an enumeration step wherein device 
functionality of an auxiliary device is concealed, or hidden, 
from a main device, however it is the applicant's position that 
Schmisseur 's concealment, which is to control access to device 
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functions in order to limit access to multiple device functions, 
is not the same as the applicant's claimed hiding device 
functions which the main device is not arranged to handle 
(emphasis added). In the applicant's remarks the first 
paragraph of page 8, the applicant defines the phrase "not 
arranged to handle" as meaning, "does not have applications 
which necessitate the additional services," or alternatively, 
"the USB host lacks user privileges for the additional 
services." It is the position that Schmisseur teaches at least 
the latter definition. Schmisseur teaches functionalities are 
hidden to define private functions (i.e. requiring certain user 
privileges (see Title and paragraph 5) . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 

disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, and 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 



being unpatentable over Wright et al . (U.S. Patent No. 6,754,725 
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hereinafter "Wright") in view of Schmisseur et al . (U.S. Pub. 
No. 2002/0178316 hereinafter "Schmisseur"). 

5. Referring to method claim 1, system claim 8, apparatus 
claim 9, and computer readable storage medium claim 10, Wright 
teaches a system and method of configuring a system comprising a 
main device (item 102 in figure 1) and an auxiliary device (item 
100 in figure 1) arranged to co-operate with each other, the 
main device being arranged to handle one or more 
functionalities, the auxiliary device being arranged to effect 
one or more functionalities (see lines 24-40 of column 3) ; 

wherein the method comprises an adaptation step, in which 
the auxiliary device performs a first enumeration of its 
functionalities to the main device (see items 204 and 206 in 
figure 4) ; 

Wright fails to teach the method further comprises an 

enumeration step in which the auxiliary device performs a second 
enumeration of its functionalities to the main device, wherein 
the second enumeration hides from the main device at least those 
of its functionalities for which the main device is not arranged 
to handle. 

Schmisseur teaches, in an analogous system and method 
wherein functionalities of an auxiliary device are enumerated to 
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a main device, an enumeration step in which the auxiliary device 
performs a second enumeration of its functionalities to the main 
device, wherein the second enumeration hides from the main 
device at least those of its functionalities for which the main 
device is not arranged to handle (see paragraph 25, note the 
host receives the second enumeration information from the 
peripheral device and some of the functionalities are 
concealed) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Wright with the above teachings of Schmisseur. One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
such modification in order to conceal device functions not 
supported by the host as suggested by Schmisseur (see paragraph 
28) . 

6. Referring to claim 2, Wright a notification step, in which 
the auxiliary device notifies the main device of a set of data 
corresponding to the first enumeration of the functionalities 
that the auxiliary device can effect (see item 206 and 210 in 
figure 4) . Wright fails to teach an identification step, in 
which the set of data is used to identify the functionalities 
that the auxiliary device can effect but that the main device 
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cannot handle and a configuration step, in which the auxiliary- 
device is configured to hide for the second enumeration from the 
main device at least those of its functionalities that the main 
device cannot handle. 

Schmisseur teaches the above limitations (see paragraph 25, 
note the I/O processor indicates the functions to conceal from 
the host, so when the second enumeration of the peripheral 
device occurs the concealed functions are not detected by the 
host) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Wright with the above teachings of Schmisseur for 
the same reasons as mentioned above. 

7. Referring to claim 3, the combination of Wright and 
Schmisseur the adaptation step is followed by the enumeration 

step, in which the auxiliary device presents itself to the main 
device without the functionalities identified in the 
identification step (see Schmisseur paragraph 23, the peripheral 
device being presented without the concealed functions is the 
final step) . 
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8. Referring to claim 4, Wright teaches the adaptation step is 
carried out automatically when connecting the auxiliary device 
to the main device (see paragraph bridging columns 4 and 5, note 
there is no user intervention after the device is connected to 
the host) . 

9. Referring to claim 6, Wright teaches the main device is a 
USB host and the auxiliary device is a USB device (see lines 6- 
23 of column 3) . 

10. Referring to claim 7, Wright teaches that the auxiliary 
device may be a smartcard (see lines 33-52 of column 4, note one 
of the interfaces is a smart card interface) . 

11. Referring to claims 11,13,15, and 17, Wright teaches the 
functionalities are service available on the auxiliary device 

(see lines 31-37 of column 1, note the capabilities of the 
device are being construed as the services offered by the 
device) . 

12. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wright in view of Schmisseur as applied to 
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claims 1-3,8,9, and 10 above, and further in view of Williams et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6, 738, 834 hereinafter ''Williams"). 

13. Referring to claim 5, the combination of Wright and 
Schmisseur teaches the method of claim 3 as shown above, however 
the combination fails to teach a simulation step is carried out 
between the adaptation step and the enumeration step, in which 
the disconnecting and the reconnecting of the auxiliary device 
is simulated. 

Williams teaches, in a system wherein a device performs a 
first and second enumeration step, simulating a disconnect and 
reconnect of the auxiliary device (see items 420 and 440 in 
figure 4) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Wright and Schmisseur with the above teachings of 

Williams so the user does not have to physically disconnect and 
reconnect the device to get it to enumerate itself again. 

14. Claim 12,14,16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

as being unpatentable over Wright in view of Schmisseur as 
applied to claims 11,13,15, and 17 above, and further in view of 
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Shmueli et al . (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0147912 hereinafter 
■^^Shmueli") . 

15. Referring to claims 12,14,16, and 18, the combination of 
Wright and Schmisseur teaches the method, system, and apparatus 
of claims 11,13,15, and 17 above, however the combination fails 
to teach at least one of the services is required to run an 
application on the main device. 

Shmueli teaches, in an system wherein USB device is 
connected to a host, the above limitation (see paragraph 2 6, 
note a start-up application is stored on the peripheral, and 
when the peripheral is connected to the host applications on the 
host can run) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Wright and Schmisseur with the above teachings of 
Shmueli. One of ordinary skill would have been motivated to 
make such modification in order to provide the device with 
privacy and security measures as suggested by Shmueli (see 
paragraph 22) . 



Allowable Subject Matter 
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16. Claims 19-24 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any- 
intervening claims. 

17. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: The prior art of record fails to 
teach or suggest, alone or in combination, the main device 
enumerating to the auxiliary device, the functionalities of the 
auxiliary device the main device is (as required by claims 
19,21, and 23) or is not arranged to handle (as required by 
claims 20,22, and 24) between a first and second enumeration, in 
combination with the other recited claim limitations. 

Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 

extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
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expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to ERON J. 
SORRELL whose telephone number is (571)272-4160. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be 
reached on 571-272-6729. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Eron J Sorrell/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2182 
May 5, 2008 



